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Comments f r om Denver on the 1 2 / 8 / 9 8 M e e t i n g N o t e s
Minor c l a r i f i c a t i o n s :
If a Remedial I n v e s t i g a t i o n / F e a s i b i l i t y S t u d y is done and the s i te is l i s t e d , EPA must do a
Proposed Plan and present it for p u b l i c comment, even if the no action o p t i o n is
propo s ed . If EPA dec ide s that no action is ne eded , t h ey need to recommend no action as
their pr e f e r r ed a l t ernat ive to the c o m m u n i t y / p u b l i c and e x p l a i n th e i r reasoning. The
proposed p l a n and p u b l i c comment are required by r egu la t i on if the s i te is l i s t e d ; even if
not l i s t e d , a propos ed p l a n and p u b l i c comment should be conducted even if the no action
o p t i o n is recommended.
S o i l t e s t i n g : The work group w i l l revi s i t the que s t ion of whether a d d i t i o n a l s a m p l i n g i s
needed at the t ime f rame when it is d e t ermined whether there are any remaining risks that
warrant c l eanup, e.g., at c o m p l e t i o n of the Basel ine Risk Asse s sment .
Role of the Workgroup: The w o r k g r o u p y n v i l l make recommendations on dec i s ions f a c i n g
E P A , such as data c o l l e c t i o n , e v a l u a t i o n , or i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , prior to those de c i s i ons being
made. Data c o l l e c t i o n , eva lua t i on , and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n p l a n s wi l l be d i s cus s ed w i th the
work groyr^with s u f f i c i e n t time to a l l o w d i s c u s s i o n / i n p u t / r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s by the work
g r o u p ^ c P A is the decision-maker, but w i l l o f f e r o p p o r t u n i t i e s for inpu t in making
decis ions.


